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The past is not dead. In fact, it's not even past.
William Faulkner



Motivation

A Legacy of slavery

I Du Bois

I Myrdal

I Moynihan (Glazier)

I Fogeland EngermanGutman
A Human capital

I Education and training
A Smith; Mincer Schultz; and Becker

T Health
A Grossman
I Cognitive ability, personality
A INCAP studies: Chavez and Martiéacddinottet. al.
A NCDS: Case aRdxsonSchick an&teckel
A Currie Almond



Outline

A Consider four empirical findings
I Sharp growth in wealth owned by southern blacks beginning in 1890s
I Jump in literacy rates for black cohorts born immediately after the CW
I Child mortality rates
A Under slavery, double those of whites
A Nearly converged to white rates by 1900
I Slave children were exceptionally short but adults remarkably tall
A Why the pattern of growth depression and recovery?

A These phenomena were interconnected
I Early childhood nutrition, cognition and economic achievement

A Potential implications
I Economics of slavery
I Birth cohortpatterns of wealth accumulation
I The rise of Jim Crow and violence against southern blacks
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FIGURE 1. TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE OF BLACK WEALTH:
NORTH CAROLINA; VIRGINIA; ARKANSAS;
LOUISIANA; KENTUCKY




Literacy Rate of Blacks in Four Southern States, 1900
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Birth Cohort %

185054 35.43 3,387 11.69 3,318 23.68 6,705
185559 45.46 2,554 19.81 2,806 32.03 5,360
1860-64 50.31 4,365 25.96 4,769 37.58 9,124
186569 54.44 4,390 37.24 4,646 45.60 9,036
187074 55.18 6,638 45.55 7,067 50.22 13,705
187579 55.42 9,153 53.30 10,055 54.31 19,208
1880-84 51.24 9,980 60.26 11,351 56.04 21,331
188589 38.67 11,490 50.04 11,144 44.22 22,634

* South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama and Mississippi

Source: IPUMS. N = 3,387



Plantation Demographic Records:
Births on the Hammond Plantation (SC)
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Mortality Rates by Age

Table 1 Mortality rates per thousand for
slaves and the antebellum population

Age Slaves Entire United States
0 350 179
1-4 201 03
39 54 28
10-14 37 19
15-19 35 28
20-24 40 39

Sources: Age 0, slaves, see Notes 5 and 17; slaves aged | and above, Steckel
(1979b: 92); United States, Haines and Avery (1980: 88), average of Model
West and logit tables.



Infant Mortality in 1900

Rate Group Rate Group
0.120 national 0.170 national

Sources: Haines (1998)

When did rates begin to converge?



U.S. Relief Map
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See Wesley (1942)







